Playboy atory by V/oodward-3emstein on their sources KW 4/8/74 

Beginning yesterday and continuing into this early doming 1 s radio news there is 
considerable attention to this prepub publicity. Wot exceptional because the story is 
worth the attention it is getting. Have to try to see if they are on this a.m.'s TV 
show3, which would also not bo exceptional* 

What interests me i3 not their sources but their avoidances, alreauy amply recorded 
in my files and these aro exceptional* 

Baker charges, in effect, a deal with CIA. It has credibility and it has super- 
ficial 3Upport in the record of my experiences withthem, which led me to break off. 

The advance is that they had as their major source Hugh Sloan and another still 
inside the WH code-named "Beep Throat." The latter ia provocativo to the point where 
one wonders if disclosure is another step in promoting the book* 

Sloan cannot have been the source of their major stories. He can of the initial 
ones and of some subsequent ones, Bloon ha3 much to gain from now appearing to be 
white hatted. I have no present hunch ..ho Beep Throat may be. The name may, in fact, 
be designed to deceive with attention focused on the real identification of Sloan. 

Playboy has a three-month time spread that I suppose con be shortened but it 
appears unlikely that this story was not done long before Baker went public with 
his charges of a Post-CIA connection. 

I am certain that the Post's source for the story I'm sure they now regret having 
printed, that when Hunt was with CIA he did political spying for LBJ, was Baker and 
that Baker leaked tlie bum steer to Woodward. 

What is not generally known about tliis pair is that V/oodward is the conservative 
and Bematein the liberal* V/oodward would have no trouble getting along with Baker, 

Thompson and company* 

There jls always great temptation to do wliatever will promote, particularly a book 
that has so much money riding on it. This my make drawing conclusions for this story 
difficult or even misleading* 

However, I -think the story should be gone over with great care because of the 
character of the Post's reporting, which tapered off too fast auu was too selective. 

It did not have anti-CIA or anti-FBI stories, for example, when both were called for. 

It printed texts that had to be interpreted and wore not. In the mo3t grevous case in 
doing tliis it covered CIA. Hxaruple: Cushman's taping of Hunt '3 first visit after he 
joined WH staff. 

Both Woodward and Bernstein refused to follow leads I liad already followed to their 
end on the CIa ana domestic activity* Woodward said lie had been unable to do any tiling 
with the idttauor lead, which is absolutely false for it wa3 easy, and Bernstein refused 
to follow the Washin;.;ton end when X gave it to him. In fact, when he didn't, I offered 
to allow him a way around the confidence I liad to keep that would not have involved me 
in a violation of confidence. If either had done wliat any reporter should have done, the 
potential is almost limitless* 

One key to tne whole tiling is tiiat they never did any real investigating. They used 
leaks only and they may liave spent an enormous amount of time cultivating and confirming 
them, ^hus they liad to serve the interests of the leakers* >uad the certain fact is that 
they and the Post always protected the CIA, the FBI and the department of Justice. Put- 
ting two and two together points to sources. 

3aker's only charge of which I know is tiiat Bennett was a source. The Post admits 
this io true. I know enough of what ^onriett could have told them and did tell others and 
was available to tiiem to validate Baker's suspicion partly charged in public. Such tilings 
as depositions are standard sources and one of Bennett's depositions does include what 
was news under any circumstances, a tracing of Hunt's early movements, his disap clearances 
and liis terms for returning, /'lore, his desire ana wliat thwarted it for a while* 

This amounts to a ciiarge of unscrupulous reporting and that is the essence of dicer's 
charge, tfy view that this is a likely area of Nixonian counterattack is unchanged. Thi s 
story coming after the good treatment Nixon is getting over the tax bsuiness can trigger it. 
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which will really mean for a m an in your position facing a conflict of interest, 1 am 
prepared to show you what ay own investigation in which poverty wan not the greatest 
limitation has produced* 

.“aid tills in why Nixon haa us all ana the future of the Country turning, turning 
in the wind* 

hut me illustrate for you the kind of thing the Post would not touch during all 
this journalistic derring do* A year and a lialf ago, long before the story broke by 
accident and in error, I told the Post about Nixon and hie crooked dealings with property* 
Telling was accompanied by 30 ino of my correspondence with officials on it. You nay not 
have known this, but I have a carbon of the letter and the original of the attachment* 

At least a half-dozen major madia oienonts liavo the same record. 

Well, it seems tliat I cai^t give any tiling av;ay, doesn't it? 

But I have done all this work and X do expect to do much more and I do tldnk it 
has value. So, wliat do I do with it? 

Scholars and scholarly institutions now want it* Because it is roy one tangible 
asset I am seeking foundation support for this. If X con accomplish tiiis, then 1 will 
be seeJang research f ellowsliips so students can carry it forward* 

So, instead of offering to give you something freo whon experience tolls mo you 
will not take it free, I offer you some tiling not free* 

I offer yon the end of the ambiguity in the laying to rest of “the issue of fraud. 0 

It means there has to have been on entirely unroported conspiracy inside the 
executive branch to accomplish this fraud involving at least two agencies and probably 
at least ono more* 

When it became apparent that Nixon would continue to toy with the country and the 
press Oil this, and after X was unable to give it away, including to another Washington 
Post property arid through one well known to you, X initiated a different effort. I have 

asked a lawyer to initiate liti*£ition for me. He lias been busy but if there is no 
alternative, wo irUl make the effort* 

If you would like to explore fraud as it has not oven been suggested ana regard 
association with me as some kind of taint you can do it entirely on your o>m. I will 
Siiorj yuu now. If you are anxious, one way tliat m ight work would bo to ask the Archive^ 
for a copy of the original of a Nixon Vico Presidential speech* Bay the one his liardoaro 
would not like today, as I x^call made r^uriklin and Marshall College in itsnnsyl vania* 
And if you are refused, invoke tho Freedom of Infoz*rnation law. You liave the Attorney 
Conoral 1 Menorim&um on it ^eoauso X gave it to you. Just pursue refusal ana if you are 
n Pulitaer paper you 11 got this on your own. 

ff you opt tho oasy way, i huv c done just about all of the necessary. 

If you want an assessment of the probabilities, thez'e are many Post reporters ?;ho 
have dealt with me over tho yoars. Ask any ono if I have ever given him a bum steer or 
if he has over checked anything out and f&und me \rrong* 

Unless soroebody does something, what tho hell is going to limp; en to the country? 

Sincerely, 


Harold Wei 3 berg 


